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P4gel2 ApplicaUonNo. 1(V526,542 \ 

\ REMARKS [ 

Mr Clayes, my patent advisor, hiis made a mistake in the description of my invention. (I went 
toihim, rather than doing the job myself, and I gave him my full confidence, becaibe he works 
as: an engineer at GEVERS, a company recognised as specialists in this type of work.) 

Hfe considers diat Mi Baker's system is the same as minc» with the exception of the attachment 
method, i.e. fixed to the bicycle at two points rather than the single point in my cs^c. 
Beyond that, and rather biz-arrely, he barely mentions my tiniversal fixing system and the 
system for setting a universal arm which is designed differently from any other known system. 

Ajreal novelty! 

Iradeed, the differences are enomious; for example, in Mr Baker's case part (16), which has 
tvfo points of attachment to the bicycle rather than a single universal one, does not have the 

] obating holes (17)! 

My. analogous part (5) does have them, while Mr Baker*s part (14) does not play the part of 
mjr part (2). In other words part (14) is not designed to open so that parts can be set relative to 
one another as do my parts (5) and (2)^ which only serve for final adjustment or tijgbtcning. 
Mr Baker's part (14) remains mobile, as do the pivot pin housed in part (16) and that housed 
in; part (10). Here Mr Baker has effectively created a double pivot represented by a round tube 
generally taking tlie form of a rectangular parallelepiped fitted into the housing of part (10) 
and the housing of p<u1 (16). 

llie double pivot (14) remains free, and part ( 1 0) can rotate towards the rear of thie bicycle 
(^ figure 3) and slides slightly between the rectangular parallelepiped double pivot 
re|>resented by (14), before coming up against (28). My system is quite different, ks my part 
(S )(contrary to what my patent agent stupidly said) does not involve a pivot, but rather two 
s^ng screws to be slackened off before setting parts( 2 )and (5) as desnred relative to one 
another as required for a given assembly- Afier that these two interconnected pieces( 2) and (5) 
effectively form a single piece. Part (5) thus does not include the pivot pin» unlike Mr Baker's 
p4rt(16). 

A^ain in contrast to Mr Baker, my part (2) docs not represent a double pivot like Mr Baker's 
p^ (14); my part (2) is actually an independent part with quite specific roles which differ 
fi-pm those of Mr Baker's part (14). 

Firstly, part (2) of my system fomis a universal arm with part (5). 

Secondly, part (2) also serves as an extension making it possible to put the drive system in 
contact with a bicycle wheel located a long way from the mounting point, e.g. on;a traditional 
Diitch bicycle. 

Thirdly, this part (2) has multiple mounting points (12) allowing the mounting point to be 
s<^leeted optimally. Mounting cither the single pivot or a mounting for my device patented as 
Ei> 1593593; in the case that my device EP 1593593 is fitted, there is no longer any pivot point 

oil my universal arm. 

This is thus a new object, truly inventive and novel. 
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Pdge j 3 Application No, 1 0/526,542 

Remarks concerning the ^^Mr Baker" patent (EPOlSSlSS^ 



Despite what you might t hink, my invention has more than one difference from tl^i of Mr 
Bilker. Firstly there is also the setting system which you mention as a dctjul. (A system which 
is kot limited to a single setting on a single part, but allows many others, detailed ihere; part (7) 
c4ci he adjusted to any handlebar diameter using different collars. Furthermore, this part (7)be 
attached to any tube of the bicycle, perpendicular to the road or parallel to the roa^. The 
adj^ostment systems include the connection between parts( 2 )and (5), and are many in number 
alio^ving positioning with an almost infinite precision. Setting options also extend to part( 2), 
I notiaig the holes (12 ) arranged like a ladder which also allow a choice of multiple Imounting 

I points for pivot (4) or for my patent EP1593593). This partC2) can be exchanged for a similar 

II pdrt with a longer scale having precisely the same function, but which allows the imiversal 
^ aim to be extended if the assembly with the original part is too short for an adequitely precise 



11 mounting, 

I Ak you will observe, we have a single, adjustable point of attachment, unlike Mr Baker, who 

I aliows for at least two. Additionally, Mr Baker's attachment system is not technically clearly 

|j eHfdained- \ 

§ Cbnversely, my single mounting point is explained, drawn^ and can thus be created in the 

|! \^«ttkshop. Unlike Mr Baker, whose attachments have incomplete plans or even no plans at all, 

|i arid thus not realistically practicable in the workshop, if we are to base ourselves on Mr 

ii Baker's plans alone, 

I Mr Baker's part (14), which is shown in a diagram without perspective, must I imiigine, be 
il bdth a double pivot and a chassis, formed by a round tube in the form of a rectangular 

II paraJlelepiped. (Or a single part foixning two pivots and a chassis with limited use,) 

|] Afiditionally Mr Baker's part 14 remains mobile, and is a dotible pivot of which the first 

i housing of the first pivot is located in the housing of part (16) and other pivot in the housing 

|i of the motor chassis (10). 



11 Conversely^ my system has clearly distinguished parts with very specific roles allbcated to 

|| eich. The result is that the assembly forms a true universal arm* Unlike Mr Bakeifs system, 

II for example: my part (5) is equipped with a single point (7) for mounting on the bicycle, and 

|] afeo with holes allowing adjustment and fixing between (2) and (5). 

|i The design of part (5) allows, by adding in my part (2) which has various holes, sjo that setting 

11 and locking screws allow the two pieces (2 )and (5) to be joined together to form ia specific 

tl aisembly for each mounting, thus allowing my universal arm to take multiple forms as desired. 

Part (2), as well as bemg an integral pan of a true universal arm with these mechanical 
characteristics also, unlike Mr Baker's design, includes many holes (12) which enable pivot (4) 
ot- the apparatus firom patent EP1593593 to be attached in various positions. i 

Fart (2) also constitutes an extension to part (5); Mr Baker's system does not feature anything 
of die sort and is thus completely different. 

Ifemarks concerning the '*Mr Deooillv^ paten t fFR 2.346,178^ ! 

As regards Mr DepoiUy's patent, FR 23461 78A, this system does not have the same use or the 
same function. 
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li Explanations: 



Mfr Depoilly system is an adj instable motor chassis, fornuTig part of the bicycle fi:apc» this 
adjustable motor chassis having as its function mainta^ining the contact between dHvc roller 
arid the bicycle wheel with a certain level of pressure. 1 



i 

i I \ 

|i Mjy system is not a motor chassis but a umversal adjustable aim which can be attached to 90% 

|! o€ bicycles by a sinjgle mounting point. This can be used to attach either a pivot that receives 

i| thfe drive motor chassis (this remaining free to pivot even while in use), 

|: ok the device in my patent EP 1593593, which is an intermediate part between thb universal 

|| arm and the motor chassis, tliis pan being fixed to two of the multiple setting holds initially 

|i pibvided for cither a pivot, the device in my patent EP1593593. For part (2) of my universal 

|i aiin, this intermediate part is used to set or release the contact between the drive wheel and 

11 thb bicycle wheel as desired using a lever (13) and a locking dog (15). 



Thus when you use your bicycle without its auxiliary motor, the bicycle is not held back by 
contact between the drive roller and the wheel of your bicycle. 

This part also ser\'es to simplify one of the many settings which my universal ann permits^ i.e. 
thfe motor pivot with its accessories, no longer needs to be disassembled in order to change its 
place on the multiple setting holes of ray part (2). 

In this arrangement tlie motor pivot always remains fixed to the EP 1593593 part,iand the 
EP1593593 part is thus fixed to two of the multiple setting holes of part (2). 



li Mr Depoilly's system FR 2346 178A is a motor chassis used to regulate and maintain the 

II pr^essure its drive pulley on the bicycle wheel and to keep it in constant contact; as I said 

|i above, my umversal arm is not designed for that, and my system operates without this type of 

|;| locking. My drive wheel is ficee to move against the bicycle wheel and can skip without 

|| p^vcnting my system firom working properly; it produces an aspiration eJXects bdtween my 

li di^ve wheel and the bicycle when the motor is started up. If despite this there is still a problem 

11 with the drive wheel slipping, for example because of a greasy road, there are solutions for 

I ti^s problem such as my patent EP 1 593 593 which comprises a spring that applies: pressure to 

|| n^ driving wheel- 

|f And in the case of a motor, fixed directly to the holes (12), an elastic mechanism <ian be fitted 

|| t4 pivot (4X or the luggage carrier (20) can take a weight, such as the batteries. 



Remarks concerning the "^^Mr Weidner patent f DE2992 1 956^ 



|j Ak- regards this objection, you draw a comparison between the setting system (or my universal 

|t in Figim* 7, and Mr Weidner's system for adjusting handlebars. This is a 

.|; misunderstanding. My system is a universal arm to attach a motor to a bicycle with a single 

iriounting point on the bicycle, while Mr Weidncfs system has a wholly different! function and 
isj arranged quite differently. Mr Weidnsj's invention is intended to fasten and adjust bicycle 
handlebars; this system docs not have the same function for Mr Weidner as it docs in my case. 



li: The originality in Mr Weidner's case is to apply this (well-known) adjustment system to 

|j handlebars, which give the product novelty, since although this system exists in riiany other 

|| niechanical fields, as you yoursell^note, and does not constitute an invention for that alone; 

II w3biat constitutes an invention is the manner of using it in conjunction with in a new invention. 
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I; A^id to give it a new purpose, in my case, for figure 7,, to open or close a universal arm to 

|j attach a motor to a bicycle. (And not to adjiLSt handlebars) | 

ll ^ ^ . 

|| It keenis to me a little as though all new inventions which include, for example, a \y^l bearing 

II ori a wheel or springs, or a resistance, etc, can no longer be the subject of a new patent, since 

|i thk element would already be known. There is also the fact that Mr Weidncr's system is 

11 designed to adjust bicycle handlebars, and is not a universal arm to attach any handlebars to 

H any bicycle. It therefore seems to me that the mere resemblance of the setting system is not an 

p adequate rcsason for preventing me from using the 5jame adjustment principle for rhy universal 

f j aiixi- I can also fit my universal arm to vehicles other than bicycles and indeed, ta bicycles 

% which were not invented by Mr Weidnen Everyone has something to contribute, (although I 
risk repeating myself, there have been a multitude of similar adjustments on a whole range of 
other devices over the years) 



Remarks concerninu the ^^Mr Sinclair^^ patent (USPN 6. 497. 299) 



Ij F&^tiy, it can be seen that the ^Sinclair device is to be mounted on a bicycle using ithree 

|i mounting points, while mine requires only one vsdiilst demonstrating considerable flexibility 

J id usage. While the Sinclair system is attached both to the frame (one mounting point) and the 

|| handlebars (two mounting points) while permitting only one form of motor, mine;can be 

1 attached to any form of light vehicle and allows the attachment of various forms of motor 

|| (fbtrol engine, electric motor, etc.) while using only a single mounting which, in the case of a 

|[ bicycle, could be located either at the base of the handlebars or at the base of thie saddle. 

$ I ' = 

|i The originality of my invention does not lie merely in this observation since a caiifful 

|| examination of my device will higlilight the universal nature of ao articulated arm with 

|| iiiyriad possibilities for adaptation to a drive system, which is the essence of my patent. 

1 R emarks concerning the "^^Mr Muller" patent (CH 685.757> 



I? This consists of an adjustable luggage rack and no more. Ii camiot be motorised in any event. 

|| Its single mounting point is no more original than that for a front light or any other accessory 

|| a^d the kinematics of the system serve only as a pale caricature (no slight intended, since wc 

:|| a^e dealing with items which are not comparable) of my system with its vast number of 

% possibilities for adjustment and Ibr adaptation to motors for various light vehicle^, 

I? i ': 

|>; ; : . 

11 1 hope that these explanations will help you distinguish between the various inventions, each 

|| of which have diOerent functions and objectives. 

Is p|ease find enclosed: 

I -liie drawings of my patent EP 1 593593, 

|i - |i photo showing the universal arm currently fitted. ft>r patent EP 1593593; you may observe 

SI although that the orifices which correspond to part (5) of my universal arm no loiiger have the 

i same form as on the prototype of my arm, the operatuig principle remains the same. Since 

§ ttitese orifices are no longer elongated, but instead round, they serve, as in the preceding model, 

|j t4 adjust the universal arm, and then to lock it using setting and tightening screws (19) and (6). 

Ii llhese pins were clumsily confiised with pivots by Mr Clayes, my former agent. 
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